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Absent additional facts or evidence that gives the appearance of impropriety, the fact that members of the bench and the bar are 
acquaintances is not grounds for recusal.! Thus, the existence of a friendship between a judge and an attorney appearing before 


him or her, without more, does not automatically mandate the judge's disqualification from cases handled by that attorney.” 
Particularly in a rural area, it is to be expected that judges will be well acquainted with the members of the bar, including the 


prosecutors.” However, the facts of a particular case may create an appearance of impropriety requiring disqualification of a 


judge on the basis of his or her acquaintance with a member of the bar.“ 


A cocounsel relationship, in and of itself, is likewise insufficient to require disqualification of a judge. In order to assess 
disqualification in the context of a prior cocounsel relationship, the important factors to be considered are the closeness of 
the cocounsel relationship, the possibility of any financial benefit to the judge resulting from the cocounsel association, the 
existence of any social or personal relationship between the trial judge and counsel, and the amount of time that has elapsed 


after termination of the cocounsel relationship.” 
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Observation: 


Absent circumstances in which disqualification is mandated by the Code of Judicial Conduct, a prior professional relationship, 
such as a law partnership or legal colleagues, between a judge and an attorney will not be grounds for disqualification where that 


relationship ended some years ago.° 


The mere association of a judge's former law clerk with a firm which appears before a judge does not by itself lead to a proceeding 
in which a judge's impartiality might reasonably be questioned.’ However, the rules and statutes of some jurisdictions prohibit 


a judge's former law clerk from practicing for a specified period before the judge.® 
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